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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 1/17/08, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 37 
CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 followed bv an 
appeal brief u nder 3 7 CFR.41.-37 - The previously paid notice of appeal fee and appeal 
brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth in 37 
CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant must 
pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 

/JOHN W HAYES/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 
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Status of Claims 

2. Due to communications filed 3/1 9/07, tine following is a non-final office action. 
Claims 1-21 are pending in this application and have been examined on the merits. 
Prosecution has been re-opened. Claims 1-21 are rejected as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 4, 7-11, 13, 14, 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mougin et al (US 2005/0261945 A1). 

As per claim 1 , Mougin et al discloses: 

Retentively storing a user profile in a profile database, wherein said user profile 
contains at least one user preference concerning preferred parking parameters that 
pertain to a parking space, ([0038], storage means in order to store the data about 
users and profile the users, w/ [0015], shows that the booking request parameters relate 
to the destination, date, duration, associated service, payment method and/or booking 
price, which is all information that relates to the user selections, thereby suggesting that 
the storage means stores this parameter data, where the parameter data represents the 
preference data of the user since the user has made these particular selections in the 
request, w/([0026], a database containing the data relating to the requests); 
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providing a parl<ing database including data concerning parl<ing parameters for 
each of a plurality of parking spaces under the control of a parking management 
system, ([0072]-[0073], database 20 can be created and updated by the car park 
operator via the Internet, e. g. with a daily update of the number of spaces allocated); 

determining a list of available parking spaces, ([0042], can send to user offers of 
one or more spaces available for booking); and 

responsive to a user communication with the parking management system, 
retrieving from said profile database a previously stored user profile containing said at 
least one user preference, ([0040]-[0041], shows the search for the best vacant parking 
space is based on database); and 

responsive to said user communication with the parking management system, 
providing an optimal available parking space based on the previously stored user 
profile, the parking database, and the list of available parking spaces, ([0040], locating 
best vacant parking space that meets the parameters defined by the user). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to specifically store at least one user preference data with the 
motivation of using stored preferences to determine the availability of parking spaces. 
5. Claims 1, 3, 4, 7-11, 13, 14, 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mougin et al (US 2005/0261945 A1), and further in view of Squire et 
al (US 6,970,101). 
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As per claims 3, 13, IVIougin et al does not specifically disclose the following, 
however, does disclose parking parameters as shown above in the rejection of claim 1 
in [0038] and [0015]. 

However, Squire et al discloses: 

wherein the data concerning preferred parking parameters includes a set of 
parameters and, for each parameter within the set of parameters, a preference value 
and a priority, (col. 8, lines 25-31, prioritized list, w/ col. 10, lines 18-37, list of customer 
preferences is stored to represent each preference relative to importance, especially, 
lines 22-32, [see chart], where the set of parameters = handicapped parking, safety 
level, etc, preference values = 1,2, and priority = PI, P2, etc). Squire et al discloses this 
limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that a prioritized list is used to 
match a vehicle with a vacant parking space. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to include a preference value and a priority for parking parameters 
with the motivation of assigning a space according to the importance to the vehicle 
operator. 

As per claims 4, 14, Mougin et al does not specifically disclose the following, 
however, does disclose parking parameters as shown above in the rejection of claim 1 
in [0038] and [0015]. 

However, Squire et al discloses: 

wherein the user profile is a default profile, (Col. 10, lines 14-17, some data 
regarding customer preference may be assessed automatically, w/ lines 33-34, default 
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value applied). Squire et a! discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose 
of showing that all information not specifically selected by a user is set to default values. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user profile to be a default profile with the motivation of 
applying a default value to values that are not present. 

As per claims 7, 17, Mougin et al discloses: 

wherein said stored user profile contains at least one user preference concerning 
a parking parameter selected for a group that includes at least one of an identification, 
an indication of whether a parking space is occupied, an indication of whether the 
parking space is designated as handicapped, an indication of whether a pole is on one 
side of the parking space, a distance from an elevator lobby, a distance from an 
entrance or exit, and an indicator of whether the parking space is on an end of a row, 
([0076], occupancy). 

As per claims 8, 18, Mougin et al discloses: 

wherein determining a list of available parking spaces includes receiving sensor 
information from a plurality of sensors, wherein each sensor within the plurality of 
sensors indicates whether a given parking space is occupied, ([0054], detection device). 

As per claims 9, 19, Mougin et al discloses: 

wherein providing an optimal available parking space includes outputting the 
optimal available parking space to an output device, ([0058, device). 
As per claim 10, 20, Mougin et al discloses: 

wherein output device is one of a display and a printer, ([0058, printed) 
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As per claim 1 1 , Mougin et al discloses: 
a parking management system, ([0005]) 

a profile database for retentively storing a user profile that contains at least one 
user preference concerning preferred parking parameters that pertain to a parking 
space, ([0038], storage means in order to store the data about users and profile the 
users, w/ [0015], shows that the booking request parameters relate to the destination, 
date, duration, associated service, payment method and/or booking price, which is all 
information that relates to the user selections, thereby suggesting that the storage 
means stores this parameter data, where the parameter data represents the preference 
data of the user since the user has made these particular selections in the request, 
w/([0026], a database containing the data relating to the requests); and 

a parking database including data concerning parking parameters for each of a 
plurality of parking spaces under the control of a parking management system, ([0072]- 
[0073], database 20 can be created and updated by the car park operator via the 
Internet, e. g. with a daily update of the number of spaces allocated). 

wherein the parking management system determines a list of available parking 
spaces, and, in response to a user communication with the parking management 
system, retrieves from said profile database a previously stored user profile containing 
said at least one user preference, and, in further response to said user communication, 
provides an optimal available parking space based on the previously stored user profile, 
the parking database, and the list of available parking spaces, ([0042], can send to user 
offers of one or more spaces available for booking, [0040]-[0041], shows the search for 
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the best vacant parking space is based on database, [0040], locating best vacant 
parking space that meets the parameters defined by the user). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to specifically store at least one user preference data with the 
motivation of using stored preferences to determine the availability of parking spaces. 

As per claim 21 , Mougin et al discloses: 

instructions for determining a list of available parking spaces, ([0042], can send 
to user offers of one or more spaces available for booking); and 

instructions, responsive to a user communication with a parking management 
system, for providing an optimal available parking space based on a user profile 
retentively stored in a profile database, wherein said user profile contains at least one 
user preference, ([0040]-[0041], shows the search for the best vacant parking space is 
based on database, [0040], locating best vacant parking space that meets the 
parameters defined by the user), concerning preferred parking parameters that pertain 
to a parking space, ([0038], storage means in order to store the data about users and 
profile the users, w/ [0015], shows that the booking request parameters relate to the 
destination, date, duration, associated service, payment method and/or booking price, 
which is all information that relates to the user selections, thereby suggesting that the 
storage means stores this parameter data, where the parameter data represents the 
preference data of the user since the user has made these particular selections in the 
request, w/([0026], a database containing the data relating to the requests), a parking 
database including data concerning parking parameters for each of a plurality of parking 
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spaces under the control of a parking management system, ([0072]-[0073], database 20 
can be created and updated by the car park operator via the Internet, e. g. with a daily 
update of the number of spaces allocated), and the list of available parking spaces, 
([0042], can send to user offers of one or more spaces available for booking). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to specifically store at least one user preference data with the 
motivation of using stored preferences to determine the availability of parking spaces. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2, 5, 6, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mougin et al (US 2005/0261945 A1) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Zeitman (US 5,940,481). 

As per claim 2, Mougin et al does not specifically disclose the following, however, 
does disclose parking parameters as shown above in the rejection of claim 1 in [0038] 
and [0015]. 

However, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein said previously stored user profile containing said at least one user 
preference includes an identification of a user, (Col. 1, lines 46-49, database includes a 
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user identification, along witli parking facility availability). Zeitman discloses this 
limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of identifying a user with information about 
parking facility availability through a database. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user profile to include an identification of a user with the 
motivation of identifying the user profile having parking characteristics with a user 
identification through a database. 

As per claim 5, Squire et al does not specifically disclose wherein said 
previously stored user profile containing said at least one user preference is selected in 
response to receiving an identification of a user, but does disclose a database that 
includes customer preferences in order to identify information about parking with the 
customer in Col. 1 1 , lines 30-33, and lines 51-53. 

However, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein said previously stored user profile containing said at least one user 
preference is selected in response to receiving an identification of a user, (Col. 4, lines 
16-23, user ID read to determine the user's specifics pertaining to a parking 
reservation). Zeitman discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of 
identifying a user with information about parking facility availability through a database. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user profile to be selected responsive to receiving an 
identification of a user with the motivation of identifying the user profile having parking 
characteristics with a user identification through a database. 
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As per claims 6, Squire et a! does not specifically disclose wherein the 
identification of the user is received by one of a card reader and a keypad interface, but 
does disclose a database that includes customer preferences in order to identify 
information about parking with the customer in Col. 11, lines 30-33, and lines 51-53. 

However, Zeltman discloses: 

wherein the identification of the user is received by one of a card reader and 
a keypad interface, (Col. 4, lines 16-23, card reader reads user identification data). 
Zeltman discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of using a card 
reader to identify a user with information about parking facility availability through a 
database. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the identification of the user to be received by one of a card 
reader and a keypad interface with the motivation of identifying the user profile having 
parking characteristics with a user identification through a database. 
8. Claims 12, 15, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mougin et al (US 2005/0261945 A1) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of and further in view of Squire et al (US 6,970,1 01 ), and further in view of Zeltman 
(US 5,940,481). 

As per claims 12, 15, neither Mougin et al nor Squire et al specifically disclose 
wherein said previously stored user profile containing said at least one user preference 
is selected in response to receiving an identification of a user, but Mougin et al does 
disclose parking parameters as shown above in the rejection of claim 1 in [0038] and 
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[0015], and Squire et al does disclose a database that includes customer preferences in 
order to identify information about parking with the customer in Col. 1 1 , lines 30-33, and 
lines 51-53. 

However, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein said previously stored user profile containing said at least one user 
preference is selected in response to receiving an identification of a user, (Col. 4, lines 
16-23, user ID read to determine the user's specifics pertaining to a parking 
reservation). Zeitman discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of 
identifying a user with information about parking facility availability through a database. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user profile to be selected responsive to receiving an 
identification of a user with the motivation of identifying the user profile having parking 
characteristics with a user identification through a database. 

As per claim 15, neither Squire et al nor Mougin et al specifically disclose 
wherein said previously stored user profile containing said at least one user preference 
is selected in response to receiving an identification of a user, but Mougin et al does 
disclose parking parameters as shown above in the rejection of claim 1 in [0038] and 
[0015], and Squire et al does disclose a database that includes customer preferences in 
order to identify information about parking with the customer in Col. 1 1 , lines 30-33, and 
lines 51-53. 

However, Zeitman discloses: 
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wherein said previously stored user profile containing said at least one user 
preference is selected in response to receiving an identification of a user, (Col. 4, lines 
16-23, user ID read to determine the user's specifics pertaining to a parking 
reservation). Zeitman discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of 
identifying a user with information about parking facility availability through a database. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user profile to be selected responsive to receiving an 
identification of a user with the motivation of identifying the user profile having parking 
characteristics with a user identification through a database. 

As per claim 16, neither Squire et al nor Mougin et al specifically disclose 
wherein the identification of the user is received by one of a card reader and a keypad 
interface, but Mougin et al does disclose parking parameters as shown above in the 
rejection of claim 1 in [0038] and [0015], and Squire et al does disclose a database that 
includes customer preferences in order to identify information about parking with the 
customer in Col. 1 1 , lines 30-33, and lines 51-53. 

However, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein the identification of the user is received by one of a card reader and 
a keypad interface, (Col. 4, lines 16-23, card reader reads user identification data). 
Zeitman discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of using a card 
reader to identify a user with information about parking facility availability through a 
database. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the identification of the user to be received by one of a card 
reader and a keypad interface with the motivation of identifying the user profile having 
parking characteristics with a user identification through a database. 



Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-21 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Akiba K Robinson-Boyce whose telephone number is 
571-272-6734. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
•Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system, Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
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Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 

A. R. B. 
April 16, 2008 

/Akiba K Robinson-Boyce/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



